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| 14 April 1949

: ’INTELLIGENCE MEMORANDUM NO. 158

SR iSUB.TECT Soviet Press and Radio Reaction to the first Public
AR A : Announcement of the Atomic Bomb.

G e e ey s e s

- ' We have been requested to prepare. a comparatwe :

"+ study of Soviét press and radio reaction to the first public announce-

.- ment of three items concerned with unconventional ‘weapons of war

.+ .the atomic bomb, the Merck Report, and Mr. Forrestal’s press -

" release of 13 March 1949 on biological warfare. We have been. given 3
L to understand that the purpose of this report is to afford gmdance in :_'

Lot Close investigation of the scientific periodicals gmmga,
SRR »and Nauka I Zhizn’ to the end of 1946 , and Moscow pape_x_js-from 3

SR o Onr report which is attached as Appendix A, 1s based: . :
‘upon careful scrutiny of Soviet press.and radio material. It examines
- in some detail the reaction to the first announcement of the atomic -
bomb. Appended also are , T

Appendix B - Chronology of- Coverage C **—
Appendix C - Digest of Press Reports. -
Appenda.x D - Digest of Radio Broadcasts

SRR
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- days. There was thus no attempt to delay the first annournc /ment

o . istice on 1 September In this phase, reporting was largely in the
* form of brief news items, given little prominence, and generally sub~-
o ordinated to news of the victory in the Far East. There was little

© APPENDIXA
ANALYSIS AND CONCLUSIONS |

'A. Press and Radio Coverageo |

, Announcement of the dropping of the ﬁrst combat atomic bomb
on Hiroshima was made in a White House communique on 6 August;

~ the announcement was printed immediately in the Moscow papers of

7 and 8 August as a news item paraphrasing the communique. It
appeared in similar form in the provincial papers the following few

but editorial comment was withheld for more than a week. On the
other hand, no announcement was made of the Nagasaki bomb (dropped

8 August) until 1 September, when it appeared in a periodical of limited -
-~ -circulation. ' It was not further mentioned until after the end of . the T
- year. _?_/ References to the Nagasaki bomb which appeared in. Us R
' .statements and speeches were apparently deliberately omitted in the
- Soviet summaries, at least up to the beginning of 1946. Press and
‘radio silence on the Nagasaki bomb is attributable possibly to the
" immediately prior Soviet entry into the Pacific War and possibly to -

a desire to conceal the US capacity to produce more than one atomic

-bomb or possibly to both.

B, Phas g

Soviet interest in the atomxc bomb was not transitory, and atomic
'_e_rgy remained a subject of continuing interest in the Soviet: press
and radio. Its treatment appears to fall into three phases

(a) '} tial hase (from the first announcement to the" arm-

R .1/ Some “editorializing” was done in an Englxsh-language broadcast

- beamed to the United Kingdom on 9 August 1945. (Appendix D, p 2. )

~2/~An early Soviet mention of the Nagasaki bomb appeared in-a-small—

book on nuclear energy by Ya. L. Frenkel’, published in 1946; its

- preface was dated October 1945. This almost appears to have been -

an oversight, :
A1
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editorial comment. Articles {as distinct from ‘xiews items) tended
to stress the entry of the USSR into the Pacific War and directly

- orby implicatmn to minimize the effect of the atomic bomb as a

factor in the collapse of Japan. The general impression is that
the announcement of the atomic bomb was submerged by the mass
of reports on the Soviet victory over Japan. Dozens of articles
reported military operations, mostly of local importance, men-
tioning many persons even of lower rank.

- 'l‘tus handling of the question appears to indicate (a) _
initlal uncertainty as to how to treat it; and (b) an early recogni- =
tion of the military sngniﬁcance of the bomb and the need to mini- - .
mize it.-

" The predommant effort of the Soviet press and radlo

in this phase appears to have been to belittle the importanceof = =~ -

~ the weapon, not only through the space allotted to the items on it, = .~ -
but also in the content of editoria.l comment and articles.. - S T R

o (b) Second phase (from the end of the war to the end
_ of November 1945): In this phase, the increasing but still inter-
mittent and scanty references in the press consisted largely of
articles on the scieatific aspects of atomic energy and the wider
political implications of the bomb. Articles dwelt 6n the secretive :
attitude of the US respecting production techniques, and gave rela-__. PR
tively large coverage to the Molotov speech of 6 November and the:
. statement of the Western leaders that they were determined to . .-~
. preserve: the secret of the atomic. bomb,- Popular mterest _in al

ing month a public lecture on atomic energy was announced,, o SRR

During this phase the fact of secrecy was freely depre-
ciated, and the theories upon which the atomic bomb was based were
claimed as common knowledge. It was optimistically promised that
the secrets of production could not long remain in US hands. 'Molotov

declared that, ¢‘We shall have atomic energy and more. > Soviet

- research’in atomic ‘energy and in cosmic rays was stressed; with -
the emphasis always upon the peaceful uses to which these would

be put.
 SECTER




, On the ‘other hand, while depreciatmg the fact of
secrecy, the Soviet press and radio belabored the US for keeping .
the secret, readmg into this an intent to use the atomic bomb as
a dnplomatic weapon, and perhaps ultimately as a military weapon
L directed against the USSR itself. In coraments on the foreign press,
R - both the press and radio disparaged articles which urged the reten-
.« ' tion of the secret and extolled t!mse which advocated its being shared.

“Up to tlus poﬁnt the Soviet attitude may be summarizea
. as follows- .

(a) The atomic bomb is not a decisr.ve
weapon in warfare

(b) Atomic energy and its use are not
a secret ‘

(c) Use of the atomic bomb as an instru-. -
- ment of coercion by one nation cannot
be allowed;

e o (d) The monopoly of the secret of produc-
o tion poisons international rekations

P (c) Third phase (begmnmg w:th the Foreign Ministers oo
Conference in Moscow in December 1945 and continuing to the pre- . .
sent): - This, phase, only partly covered by this report, shows the
ress and radio concerned with problems of the internationa
ic ’energy. The Soviet press and radio. generally fo!
SS coverage, reflected the appearance of the gue:
| covered US announcements in the fleld. " The Bik
L , B _were reported in somewhat critical and at the sa.me N
S time flippant terms, the Eniwetok tests were not mentioned. _ '

o :




KPPENDIX B -

* . CHRONOLOGY OF COVERAGE

~ Note: This Chronology has been based upon sources wider .
than those- contained in APPFNDIX C and APPENDIX D for the purpose
o ~of reflectin the volume and occurrence of the
reaction. §§ R . e

7 Auge  PRAVDA, IZVESTIA: RED FLEET, THUD, KQMSOMOLSKAYA PRAVDA, carr:.ed ' e

RS :_announcement (President Truman's official statement)

BAué. ’- : PRAVDA aga:.n ca.rries brief announcement.

.9 Aué; | Moscow Radio commentary criticizes foreign press reaction.

11 Aug. President Trumant's broadcast of 9 Aug. reported in all Soviet ‘
a paperss Speech. reported in- full except for last seven para-
- graphs, which are. omitted. - o .
' 12 Aug.  Moscow Ra.d:.o -— bnef reference to Truman speech and the
o atombom - -

'orial contaim.ng brief_ refersnce to bomb D
military s:.gnificance of '

l9ugo L NEN TIMES article quotes Bntish artlcle re a.tom bombings. -
a1 Aiig;, " sovm NENS quotes Aountbatten'e statement on the atom bomb. |

_.3_26 Aug. . NEW TIMES again quotes British article.

® ' _ septe . SPUTNIK AGITﬁTORA - scientific article on stonic energy.

| 1 Sept. T NEw TT4ES;s- lengthy article (six pages) ‘ '
NOVOYE VRRMYA (Periodical) - two long articles (several pagee)
minimizing atomic bomb.

- 2 Sept. NEW TIMES, No. 7, statement re cap1 talistic use of atomic
' energy.

SHORED
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1945
I Sepf..
8 Sept.

- 8 sept.

9 Sept.

11 Sept; :

15 Sept.
20 Septo

22 Sept.
30 Sept.

' 9 Oct.

) 1000to

12 Octe

15 Oct.

8 Octe

19 Octo

21 Sept.

. Moscow Radio -

" 'PRAVDA and TZVESTIA - li-line report _
America was not prepared to disclos secret~ oi‘ atomi

Mosq'ow Rp.dio commentary on political Iimplic’ations of bomb.

toscow Radio broadcasts shortened version of NEW TILiES
1 Sept. article

" IZVESTIA - scientiflc article - br:.ef reference to atomic

energy

PRAVDA and 1oscaw Radio -~ reference (approx. ons para.) to :
atomic bomdb as diplomotlc "levert, , :

Moscow Radio broadcasts RFD STAR article playing down the '
bombingsa ‘

NEW T]L'ES, short article re shamng atom:.c bomb secret.

v' _K(MSQ..OISKAYA PRAVDA - sc:.entific a.rticle on structure of atom.-.' i

" PRAVDA quotes’ statement by Eaker on continued Us research worky 1

Moscow Radio commentary -~ atom bomb as a subject to arouse.

" split in Allied unity
_ KAZAKHSTANSKAYA PRAVDA - scientific article on the atom.

t.‘

RED STAR and RED FLEET carry translation of British article on- %

S Us < UK atmnic defense

PRAVDA and IZVESTIA report American sc:.entists' protest. against S
secrecy surrounding bomb, - . . ,
brief comnentary on secrecy of bomb.

“Truman '-St"a'-te'i‘j‘?r )

‘{oscow Radio -~ shorb conmentary on US-UK slanderous attac

 USSR. (Atom bomb instead of international cooperation.) SRR

NEW TIES quotes British editorial on secrecy of bomb. (Three -
paragraphs. D _ '

JZVESTIA - short, tart coment on Turkish article re use of
atomic bomb on Balkans.

v.v,hioscow Radio. broadcasts same arbicle. .

RED STAR article playing down psychologmal effect of bomb on
Japanese,

IRSRRR
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- 19ks

'2’5 Octo Moscow press carries Truman messags to COngi‘ess. Text. in )
' part.. No comment.

28 oct. Moscow press carries Trumm Navy I)ay speech with four omiss:.ons
- (a1 references to ths bomb). No comnemto -

" 29 Octo Moscow radio - brief commentary on ini‘luence of atom bomb on
o US foreign policy. : .

"' 30 Oct.  Moscow Radio - short reference to bomb and the Turkish suggestlon |
: - o of its use on Ba.lkans. '

1 Nov.  NEW THJES art;:.cle o three and oneuhalf pages - a.nalysis of _
- foreign press reaction to Trumants 3 Oct. message to Congress L
Tre secrecy surrounding bo*nb. _ , v

Moscow Radio repet.ition oi‘ 30 Oct. broadcast mentioned above.: s ’;._j

L V'MOSCOW praSB and radlo ca,rry Molotov epeech (one hO\l!')o

; 7Nov.g ' ‘Mosccm press and radio carry selected comments on Molotov's .
8 Nov, speech (appro:dmately seven paragraphs).

_ , 9 NOVo) Moscew press carries summaries of Bevin and Churchill speeches
<7 10 Nov.) e atom bomb, Moscow Radio broadcasts similar summaries.

11 Nov. " Moscow Radio commentary on Molotov' speech.é o
.+ ' " PRAVDA = lengthy attack on Brit.ish ECONOMI a.rticle which re- |
jvferred to A_Molotov speech. :

- 15 ﬁé?e c | “.(oscow Radio reporbs building oi‘ astrophysics laboratory.

| 16 Nov.  Moscow Radio =~ ‘brief v asmngton TASS announcement of Joint
< Commmiqueo_f‘ ,

' v 17 ﬁov; Moscow press publishes ’Vashington Joint Commmique in part :
e’ SCIENCE and LIFE, No, 7 = seven-page srticle on-construction of - atom.-;-~-
0. 20°Nove T TRUD carries comments from US press on. ‘I‘ruman-Atlee-King statement. .

- 22 Nov. Moscow Radio broadcasts two NEW _TIMES articles (see lh HovV. above)e

\ B3
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'2‘5 Nove
26 Nov.

- 28 Deca )

1946

3 may .

- 23 Nove.

30 Nov. ‘

Moscow Radio - swmary of Attlee's speech on Joint Communiqueo

K(MSMOISKAYA PRAVDA article - bri.ef re;t‘erence to aton bomho

" Moscow Radio commentary on Turklsh suggestion to use bomb on
" Balkans,

TRUD quotes a US labor union letter to Truman re the atom bomb. - -

Moscow press - full page - final statement on Conference.
Chapter VITI dealing with establishment of Commission givan
special notice on another page.

Moscow press reperts Bikini test (based on N.T. TASS report). =

B-L



APPENDIX ©

L‘._ ' . SOVIET PRESS REACTIONS TO THE FIRST

) ANOUNCEMENT OF THE ATOMIC BOMB




"vatomlc energy only theoretlcally possible, SJ nce no pract.lcal met.hode

, nere working 1ntensive1y to find a means of usmg at:anic energy as: ai_

s =__'Harbor, the US and Great Brita:.n ha.d poaled whatever scientific knowledge

L "*they had whlch night serve. for military purposes. The en)er:.mental work

'APPENDIX G

TRUMAN ANNOUNCES NEW ATOMIC BOMB — Trud, 7 Aug 1945

The White House has released an announcement by President, h'mnan.,
The announcement reads- “Sixteen hours ago an American airplane dropped
on the importa.nt Japanese base, Hiroshima (on the Island of Honshu),

| banb, the destructive power of which surpasses that of 20,000 tons of.‘

explos:.ves. The destructive po: er of this bomb is 2,000 timea greater

‘than that. of the British bomb "Grand Slam® which was the most powurful

hoznb ever used in the history of war.
"Until 1939 ,” Truman continued, "sclentiste considered the use or

for such use vere known, By 1942, however, wo 1earned that the Germans

supplement to other weapons . of warfare with which they hoped- to ens‘La"
,the world, They did not succeed. - ' o
‘rruman furbher- disclosed that in July 19h6, even before Pearl .

"for the atomic bomb was done in accordance with this policy of common

’jexchange of scientific knowledge.

Truman revealed that at present there are in the US two large

» _plants and a number of smaller enterprises connected mth the productlon

'of atomic weapons., During the period of most intensive atomic bomb

production, 125,000 workers were employed in these plants, and over

65,000 still are employed. Hany workers have spent two and a half years
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: 'utillzatlon of atomlc energy in the US be made :lmmediately ' .'.l‘r\man'
G said that he will make further recomendations to t

in this work. Only a few of them knew ﬁhat they were produemg |

At the present time," said Trlman, s are determa.ned to destrov
as r.apidly and completely as _p\ossible al_l. .im_iustrial- enterprisee which
Japan inay_ have in a,m‘r-c:i‘t.y.z Ve shall destroy thsir docke, factories and

communications. Tmre-may be no mistake: we shall destray her war

potential completely. The ultimatiim made at Potsdam on 26 July was

"delivered with the intent of sav:mg the Y apanese people for utber

,destruction, The leaders quicldy rejected this ult..matum. If they

will not accept our conditions now, 'bhey ean expect such trerendous
destruction from the air as the. worla has not yet seen. : ‘
"This air attack will be followed by attacks i‘rom sea and by 1and, B

'w:l.th forces of such number and power as the Japamese have never seen,

and w:.th the same fighting ability w:.th whlch the Japanese have alrea.dy

been acqua.lnted.

In conclus:.on Truman declared t.hat he 'vﬁ_ll mcmem to the US

Congress that a study of the questlon of a ccamn:.ttee for"' ontrol am:l

queation of "haw atomic energy can become a pcmerm and efficient

factor in the maintenance of um.versal peace.?




Trud — 11 Aug 19L5

 (Extractes from President Truman's speech on his reﬂum from

Berlin)

‘ "One of ths secrets wag disclosed yesterday when the Soviet Union "
e ‘ » declared war on Japano The Soviet Union agreed tq-par'ticipate in tm 2
| Pacific war before it had been informed of the existence of ot new
weapon, " .

“It has been agreed upon in Berlm that the "apanese will soon

-_,1earn some other milltaxy 8e..ret3o ; 'I'Vey will learn about. these from o

o _'the original source, and thsy will not like them.

o

"Fe have defined ‘the conditions under which Japan may capitulate,, '

tary base. Thls was done because we wan

first at "ck, The destruct:.on o :civilla.n P

uch as possihle._ But this att.ack is only al-_.vaming of- what. will happen |

'in the. futurey If Japan does not capltulate s bombs will be dropped on
: v~military enterprises and unfortmately thousands of clvilians will

. - o perish. I advise Japanese civ:.llan poptﬂ.ations to lea.ve industrial

_cities. immediately__ln order to save _t_hemselvesw i‘r_mz..__destrucmon.,!?. e
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Izvestiya —~ 16 Aug 1945

It is true that some American newspapers are trying to minimize-
- the contribution of the Soviet Union to the comuon cause of the Allies. |
For example, the I\Tew York paper Daily News boasts: "We could win tha
war with the help of the atom bmlbo" The sensation of the atom bomo

has 1ndeed obscured the minds of some people, They are prepared to
’transfonn science into a shamanistlc invocation, It is worth while .

to remember the ver:y sound mmark made by Lcni Mountba*oten in Londono A

He stated at é press 'conference on 9 August. "It would ba the greatest: -

‘ mlstake to. atart with the assunption that the atom bomb can make an end 4 i

to ths war," ‘This is not tha conjecture of a publicist, amuslng himself
with 1llusions in a field unfamiliar to him, but an authoritatlve ad
. sobering sﬁatement of an experienced military leader, Canmander-in—
Chie.t’ of the Alhed Forces in: south«ea.st Asia., o _ .

The war will be ended not by sensational miracles, but by pomrful .
joint efforts of all Allies, who have conquered va.th common weapona

-

both Hitler Germany and imperiahstlc Japan

c -L
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v be stopped by air bcmbandment alone.,

| air raids only.

; _

Novofve Vremya, No. 7, 1 Sept 1945

'END OF THE WiR IN THE PACIFIC, by Gol. M. Tolchenov

By the beginning of #ugust of this Year, quits a peculiar situation
had come about in the Pacific theatre of military opei*ations. ~Land

‘operations were being carried on in Burma, on the Island of Borneo and

on some other islands in the southern Pacific. Bat the operatlcns in
these reg,lons were really of seconda.:y importance from the, newpoint

of the war as a whole,

Describlng the situation preva:«.ling then, the American military

-

_ observer Smng wrote- "We are now on the threshold of Japan, Yet did

not penetrate any part of the Japanese Islands . our air attacks caused
great damage to Japan—-maybe even more than we think However, expemencei E

: of prev:.ous a:Lr bonbardm'-nts has made sufficiently clear that no war can

Nmnerous statement.s by All:.ed political a.nd military leaders show

On 16 August, in the House of Cmnnons, Chumhi;ll said, "Nobody

~ could evaluate the cost in British and American l:wea that would be .
. paid for these operations..... Even less (could be estimated) the time
- the Japanese could hald out in conquered territories and in Japan itseif, W

Contentlons were made in some organs of the forelgn press that any

“hold=-out resistence after the formal capltulatlon of Japan could be
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~ overcame with the use of atomic bambs. However, the statement by

Wington Churchill which we have quoted shows that the leading circles
of the United States and Great Britain did not share such an opinion:
only three woeks before the atomic bob was used against  Japan, the
 Prime Minister of Great Britain and the President of the United States
were pianning operations ﬁhich_ v”in_volvedefforts unknorwn in this war&.'n
‘and which would have incurred. great sacrifices on ﬁhe part of thé |
Allies. o .

(The art.icle goes. on to deal mth the preparat.:.ms for: invamon, R -

and staues that, according to Secretary of ¥ ar Patterson, th. war

could not have ended before June 19k6. Col, Tolchenov concludes this =
part oi‘ the article mth the follow:mg statementss)

_ While the Allies would doubtlassly have routed Japan in the end, )

ths results of the Iwo J:lma and OId.nawa J.mrasa.ons indica.ted how

extremely costly the inv‘.sion of Japan i't.self would be., Even a.fter her

defeat, continued res:.stance on the "ontlmnt could be expectedo _

’ What made the Japa.nese'adven e give np the idaa of "defense '
_ of every inch of territory" and made tﬁeiﬁ‘accept tmconditional o
surrender? An overwhelming majority of the fomign press has qui*be

| properly described the entry of the Soviet Union into the wayr as the

A ma:jor factor which obliged the enemy to surrender.

~ (The second part »6fv"tm-éftié"ié" is entirely devoted to the - ---
contributions of the Soviet Union in the war against Japan. Quoting

foreign sources, the author states that the main part of the Japanese

C-6 -
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Army was on_ th'e continent. He stresses the imj)brtance of the Kwantung

Aty and notes the surprise abroad cauaed ’oy the speed of the Soviet

victories, Conclusion of the article follaws )

. S The struggle againét Hitler's 'agQres’éidn has demonstrated to the
., world the firm decision of the Soviet Union to bmng to an pnd the
noble 'bask of destroy:.ng the mpnriallsm of the German gangsters 5 N
regardless. of the enomous_sac_mflees”and hardshlps entailed. When the
| éituation demanded the Sovief. Unibnfs entry into the war against the'l -
last aggressor, imperiallst Japan, the Soviet people aga:m made this '

_ great sacrlﬁce, By throwing all her xm.ght aga nst the largest group' o

' of Japanese arm:Les s .the Soviet Union decis:.vely speeded the downfall
a.nd unconditlonal surrender of Japan, br:.ngmg the war to an- end, and
opening the period of peaceful collaboration among ﬁ'eedosn-lmring

: ‘-‘peopleso
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 FORFTIGN PRESS REACTICHS 70 THE ATCHIC BOMB e

'Novoya Vl*ems'aﬁ Noo 7 {17}, ishs

’made by poh.ticdl ,.«.m military leaders of the Uzutnd States and' Great;;,

.same tlme they avoixi ‘the quas‘t;iun uf the tec}mical nai;u.a of provesses

- utate s Erzgland, and sanada in 'c.h::.s field, anfi mentiunlng the eatablish—a
o ment; and 1oca't,ion of varic,us atemie boxb plants and *aboratomes in the
3 United S-bates » _‘bhe a& Jm"e nentions that the secorzd atanic comb was

_dropyed on Nagasakz on 9 Auzust 19L5, and that subsequently a iabomtorj

. wes established on the Marianas _fc"gr the aesem.bly of bombs from paris

*

The pericdical Noveye renre NooT, ].9&.5,' containg an ’articlec hy

Mo Ruhmshteyn on "Fg :z "1 Prcss RBeactions ta the Atomies Ptmbh The

o first two pages of the ariicle give an historwe,l account ,:;f” the

development ahd use of the .ﬂtcrrc bomb. It w*tarta with ,Pmsid&nt‘
Truman'a announcement on & Angust IghB regarding the new stom beab wnim '

‘had been dropped on Hirosidna., “b is i‘urtnef' stated t’u.i', the aLbsequert |

m'esa publlcations oi’ vamous covntries 5 and especixlly tns statements'

Br:r.ta..,n, give a detai.hm Pl cturﬂ» of the hlsto”im develo*ment and

: organwa,tion of the wark ir mnnaﬁ.tion vvith tae atcm'? e nmm, but at the 1 L

avplied in the px*odaci:mn of t‘aese bomcw T)is, sa,,rs +he artlcla ' is :
the sub;}ect of_ nwuemuﬁ ccfn‘}ectum‘s on tha part of tha ress, B

After gl ving a duscrvp’:,:i on. oi‘ the coord:’mated work of thﬁ Unitec?.

 shipped from the Unifed States, B __ S

The article ﬁmﬁwrstates: VA"Cel'bain or gans _of thc i‘areign. pﬁress 9
partly due to sensatiowelism, and partly baca.use of theiyr e:iesire‘ to
mim_'.mize the importance of a joint struggle of the 1"11@ 1,.gaina£ the
farces of agg:x“s.s.saion; hastened o declare %hat Lhe praapt capitulation
of Japan was the resuit of the ssticn of the firet slomic bombs.
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However, this version did not become any more plausible even when tlﬂa -

,vfmar Jaganese impern,alista subscribed to this opinion, -after the

. capitulation of Japan,, Their aim in thls oonnaction was quite obviomo

o o It is connected with the vain atte'npts of Japanese militansts to

. save face and to justiiy beforre hlstory the disgmceﬁ:l collapse of

~ _' their adventurous undertaking , | e

| | "Such a version is definitely re,;°cted by ccxnpetent circleso Thm, ' -

for 1nstance, Oommander of t.he Air Forces of the United Stat.es R Amold, f ‘ e
'deﬁnitely o'bjectad to tha announcement that atomic bombs bad caused ;j; o

”'the surrender of Japan, when speaking at a H‘ess confemnca. : Re stated R

that the situat:.on of Japan had been hopeless even bei‘ore the use of
| 'a.tomc bombs. _ v - o
“Major General chennault, former chief of American air forces :m '.
Chlna, told a correspondent of New York Ti.mes:" ‘I‘he ent.ry of the Soviet

j - Union mto t.he war agains’c Japa.n ms %he decisive factor, which o |
- precipitated t.he eud of the war m the Pacif’ic 5 this would have hap

even if no atom bombs had been used. The sudd.en blovr given to Jap

| the Red Amy completed the: encirclenent, which brought Japan to its A o
knees., ' ' o ’ o
g stands to reason that the two bombs dropped on military objects -

3n Japan do not provide sufficierrt grounds i’or a general appraisal of

the importance of at.cmic bombs in m:.lita.ry affa:.rs as a whole and their
- effect on the i‘urther davelopmen% of miln,tary techmqueo Neverthelesas
the foreign Press contains prematiure conclusions, dictated by certain

political calculations, Fpr example, the well~known fascistic theoriat

g
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on tank war, Fuller s made stat-enmts to this effect; hovzever, his
: prophecies regarding small, completely mechanized "robot" armies were
dei‘lnltely proven false by the experiences of the World War. In fha .

' _pag,es of the London Da:.ly Msﬁl, Fuller declares in his usua.l

vociferous marmer that *he Anny, Navy, and Air Forces have gone out of
the picture'; that 'they, f:.gura‘cively speak:.ng, have been buried z.nder
the wreckage of Hiroshima.,! '
"Therre 1s no need to preve that Fuller's latest prophecies am acf
unfounded as his previous prognoses. - The expemence of the secoxxi VIorld _
-"War, and in particular the unrivaled en)erience of ths Red Army victcries ,;‘v_
' has clearly shown tha‘c success in war is not achlaved by a oneu-sided -
development of one or the other form of weapon, but by a perfection of
all types of i‘orces and a skilful organization of their combined affecte . |
“The first. react:.on to the armotmcemnt o.f atomic bombs in t.he |
'foreign Press is characterized by' a "stunned feellnba mixed wit.h relief .
.‘] over the fact that this new weapan was used by the Allies, ard not bv “
> their enemies," However, as Manchester Gua.rdian" points out, Nthe feel:.ng *,i g

: : of sat.iafaction over this 1atesi, achievement of the Allies is obscured by : |
| fear of its future conaequences. ‘This "i‘ear“ is apparently fanned by
certain circles who strive to use 1t for their ovn interests.

In the Press of the Undted States and hnngland, varioua tendencms
appear as to the estimation of pcss:.ble consequeuces of the atomic b@nb
| cb.scoveryo |
"The progressive Press emplxe.sizes thet the encormmous poteritialities'

of milita’ry utilization of atomic energy make it all the more imperative

- neasr”
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- for the United Nations to work for the conservation of peace and prevmt
" the possibility' of future wars, The Labor Party organ, Deily Herald,

-progress is developing?'

S : SRR,

o,
”

| stawd in a lead article entitled 'The last warning': 'The atomic bomd
' is the last warning t.o mankind H\mamty now has the means of sel f- |

destruction. The invention of the atcgnic bomb raises the quest:lon: shou]d.
we not make all efforts to impart a real meaning to the fomxiatlons of

intematioval cooperation, which were laid at San Francmcox Can:om-_

,judging capaclty and our knowledge develop as rapidly as technical

"'rhe last queetion of the Iabor newspaper seemns to be directed

- aga.inst. those people in the Urated bta.tes and England who have made new

attacks against cooperatiqn of the United Nations in connec.t:xon wit-h

, discovery of atomic bombs. The opinions of such people prove a lac:k of

understanding of the real intemational s.!.'t.i;ua‘t.:!.on° However, these

. opinions deserve scme attentlon because they reflect the d.esires of

o --'certain circles, pursmi.ng their selfish interests and opposed to a i‘irm

. peace between ‘the nations.

. #The react:.onary part of the. -‘*-merican Press insists that the United

' States ‘should keep the - manufacture of atomic bombs as a secret, in :

\

' anticipat.ion of future Vars. Scme iaolationist circles frankly sta.te |

}3}:' .

that inasmuch as the United Statee split the atcm, they can also eplit

‘the United Nationso

n'rhe isolationist Daily News writes: fThe 131‘898‘5 knovm depoa s

of uranium are found in Canada (which, as a matter of fat-t, does not

correspond to the facts.~M.R.) This means that Canada will gerve ita own
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interests, besides ours, in supplying ug with the required quantity of

| uranium and not su*\plying it to other comtries.n Wlth z'egrard to wzzninm, i

Canada must become our complste and only ally. If she refuses, we still |

have advantages inthe field of atanic bamb m*odixction as ccxn,éared with

the rest of the wrc:rldﬁ and one could probably find enough patrzotic |

| _Americans to force Canade to act correctly with regard to their uram_mx_zo'
"This statement of a profascist newspapér ’meds no _camnent, Hov}e%er s

what would be the reason for ""patx"iotic' .lune-:'r:’x.ca.nsar to lay hands on |

Cardaian uranium? An answer to th:.s quest: on 18 conta:s.ned in thea weekly .

' :paper United States News, which statea that the monopollstic ownershlp

"of atomic ban‘os glves the United States the possibility to fconquer tm |
world and rlﬂ.e over it, if ‘they 80 desire.

"Many‘ other newspapers of hea.ret, chormlck and Patterson, he.vva By
: published articles written in the same vein They openly demand tha.t the

“United States should guarantee J.ts world rulershlp by threatening other
countries with ataric bombs. 'I'nesa outspoken :lm ’
. ‘of the fa.ilure of Hitler's plans for world ru.]..ev » ] : re
f'based on temporary advantages in the development of military tochnique

"and nevertheless suffered a complete collapse.,

' "Ann MacCormick in New York Tlmes mtes- °For a short pemod of

tine, the Um.ted States will control the waa.pon, which 1s mare d&ngerous
as an instmnent of politics than the v1ctory itseldlf,t - From this she
draws the conclusion that the United States should "take over tmz leadep.- .

ship of the world.!
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ulife Hagaz:me states that the atomic ’bcmb stren'rthens ‘hhe

diplomatic positlon of the Und.ted States, makinv it noss* ble to enfoeres

Vtmiversal peace ton the bagie of true cooperation,' To eliminat‘.e all
’ ~doubts éa to whét is meant by ttrue co‘dpératicn' the magazine :
' accomganies its stat.emen‘b by dlrectmg violent ‘attacks against the
Soviet Unton, | | o
ngimilar opinions were voiced in the E.nglish Press. Th'é consorvative
v newspaper Observer declnres thdt the possess:.on oi’ the atomic bomb secret

- guarantees American and English supenority, a-t least at the present

;time' Acccrdlng to mam; Engllsh newspapers, a.ll detaila on t.he prcduc- B

- t:.on of atamic bombs are 0 be found only in the ‘United Si;ates° |
“Emery, fomer mnisoer for Indian and anese Affairs 5. goes even
further. In the pages of the Sunday Chronicle he states that at present )

the United States of America 'from the point of view of power politics,
can rule the world. In canparlaon, the Soviet Union is only a vulner“ble,
secondary power., ' In spite of the fact:' that ‘-the majority of' the -English |

"ople has clearly expressed their views policy, their

,presentativea cont:.nue to repeat the (oY ',h ‘statements of Hitler
}regarding 'vulnerabz.li’oy' and 'secondary;- role of the Sov:v.et Union, Iv.
- is t,rue that the 'judging capacity‘«' of some pohti(.al representativr-»s is

'ivdefmitely unable to keep up with techxﬂcal progress'

"In a1l fairness it should be saxd that such views on utillzmg t.he

are expressed by ccxnparatlvely nArTow, glthoagh very loud-voiced groups

of reactionaries. More widely expressed are vague discussions on the

c~i3v
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subject' of the atomic bomb, stating tﬁat- jvith its iﬁvention 1’& héé becoxa;,
necessary to re-formulate internatlonal problems, as the former .;..gt*ee:renté
between powers have become obsolete.v Statenents of this kind can be
harmful only because of their ambig,uityo Without fmdlng out why the
former agreements have become 'obsolete*,, such statements can only cause ,.
‘ unneceseary confusion in the. minds of trustlng pecple. However, one must,
not, forget that quest.ions of world defense are politvcal questions. Thay -

v_must be not cons:dered ovly from a mil:Lta.ry-ntechnical angle, mthout

' considemng political, economical and social factarao

*Tt is ev:dent that °mmd-minded pohticians and journahsts wrlerstand
“ .thls fact, as’ it appeara from certain publications which are opposed tc '

‘ mperlalistic propaganda.. 'I'hu.s for mstanea, Da:lly Herald s in contraw T
' dict:r_on tn z Mail, points out that in many other countries be51des - _
England and the United States ’ there ai'e scientists who have studied - ; -

g.-the prohlan of: splitt-.,ng uhe atom and who m.11 now mrk with doubled '
eh' _..i_;s, equal, : or even’

__ "energy, :Ln an ef.t’ort to p: oduee a wea‘.on"'

opinion that 'the atmosphere of secrecy and susplcion bzdngs discord int’_
'Mtematloml relatlons ,' and aaks for an immediate agreement on iuter- |
natlonal control of productlon and utilizatlon of atom bombs between |

mpresenta’o:.ves of the Big Five,

#The gre}_a»tesﬁv English physicist Chadwick; who took active part in = -

the development of the atamie bombs, stated:
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The utllization of atcmic energy in one form or anothor will

‘requ.u-e intemational controlcl The bas:r.c technica.i. pnnciplcs of
‘atomic bombs have become so well known that from now on it is only
.a question of time necessary for any country to produce atom:c bombs :
(even without publicat.lon of the secretas of anland ard the United |
States).! '

~ "The London weekly paper Tribune notea that there are people in
England and &merica ‘who rejoice at the thought of &ngloaﬁmcx'ican
' monopoly in the production of atomlc bombs, as they have hopes of & .

| conflict arising between the Scnet Union and the western powera. How-
ever, Trlbune states that 'any at.tempts to ma.n.ntam this monopoly will
lead to dz.sastrous consequences. Therefore, 'I'ribune suggesﬁs that
, production of atcm bombs should be under mternational control.

*The progressive organs of Engl:.eh and American Press empha.size the.
'fa.ct that the agreements between the big pcmers are riow even more
import.ant than befcre, ?!anchester Guardian writes- too the ideal

L 'guazvdian of the new weapon and its "mean of ;product.ion can only be an o

' international organization, whose y__

is t.o uphold the peacc. »
"The American radio comuentator Steel states that 5oviet scieme
has surpassed English and American scie'lce in many fields, and draws
the conclusion that the salvation of hwnanity does not lie in the
, competition of science of various countrlesc Only the development cf an V
| international system msgkes it Voss:f.ble for all t’le nations of the world |

to use the advantages of this overwholming discovery.,



"The progressive representatives of the Amemcan public demand .» -
immediate action in strengthening the United Nations as a stronghold
ag,ainst the danger of a new agression., |

"Accordmg to Associated Press news from l"ﬁshmgton, many Republz
and Democratlc Smators have expressed ths opinion that after t.he--war in |
the Pacifie has come to an end, the United States should s Jhare theiv ;‘, .
knowledge of atomic energy w1th cther oountrles through the United Natlons.

"The foreign Press also’ discusses the question of the posaibilltief :

of world utilization of atomic. energy. - A number of Amarican papers a‘;
fllled with sensat:.ond articles on miracles to be performed in the vez},
near future with a f‘ew grams of 'atomc fual' s etc,' However, most of tho
_ sclentists who have worked on the development of the atomlc bomb, -oppose -
these sensaﬁional articlea and wam agalnst the illusions of an. imnediate
practical utilization of atomic e"xergy in- industry, A number of persons .{ o
who had a leada.ng pert in the sclentlfic research work point out that .

: thls work was almost completely devoted ‘to questions of nﬂ_litaﬁ

res’earoh: work on’ fiié"'utilizgti'on of atc;'nic' enefgjr 1n peaée is beihg dono .
by the scz.entific research departznsnt of a college in Iowa however, 118 |
cannot bs compared in any way m_tn the worle done on the development of

 the atanic bomb, e i e e
H "We. see that the general attitude towards world utilization of

atomic energy is very ‘restra.,»nadt Radio commentator Allister Cook



.

. venarked that business men in the United States, espec:r.ally heads of

‘ petrolemn concerns, mining mdustry, power industry, etc., are great.w

' great and sma.'ll na.t,ioms° Hovever, it is obvious that thls mvention d.oes
’-not solve any political problans eitbar uithin individual countries or on :

' world "

worried over the 1atent poas:Lbili’oies of the new invention,

"The Workera' Press of the United States warns against the danger

~ which w.ill arise if the utllizat:.on of scientific achievements in the

fleld of atom.c energy should be entrusted t0 monopolistiec corpomtioxwo

. The mverrbion of atomic bombs makesit more imperatlve to mobillze

all progresm.ve forces in order to guarantee world peace and security i’or

an international scale., Anyone who has illuaions in this regard will be

greatly -disappointado
"Prue intematlonal coooeration in the field of sei ence should be

organlzed on a large scale as soon as posmble, whlch is one vay of ,

: -developing mutual understandlng of all freedom-nloving natlons of the

e et e s ey s
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Pravda — 9 Sept, 1915 (Internationay Review)

Signed: The Observer
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Prgvda == 21 Sept 1945

Deputy Chief of the y, S. Air Forces, Lt, General Ecker Esiq} made the
follom.ng statement to the Commi ssion .on Military Affaire of the Houss
of Representatives. "The United States must nmntain a canparatively :
small but very highly efficient aip i‘orce. It is necessary to: contimua
.the research work,n ' _ | o o
e '_ In regand to the question of the future alr féi'ce, Ecker Sfétes .
L noiae ‘should fully taxs into account the new, ext,remely important

L military inventions,
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M_ﬂm’ 8 Sép‘ta 1945.

- 8o Vivilov, Pres. of dcadem” of ‘Saiezlxcéé.

%Solence and the New Five-Year Plan.®

"The war strild.ngiy hasbsned the techhicai féal-ization of rédiolocatiﬁn;
. physical mines (magnetic, a.coustic, hydrodywnic, photeelectric ), |
guided shells and aircraft, and fmally the uramum bomb, ®

. ®In the forthcoming Five-yea:: plan ','if.' is :' cessary, unioubtedly, to

radically reconsider.queéiigﬁg of fuel ‘and energ:fa Asids from the

'problem of the use of energy within the atom, which becane a complete
reality since the developmnt of the atomic bomb and which prom:.sas

» an unheard-of technical revolution pmmamly 1n the field of ensrgy,

it is neoessary to indica.te many incomparably more unpretentious, but

actually extremely important energy problems." — gas, coal, coke, etc;'“_:' |
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Trud — 28 Oct 1945
In & speech de]ivered by President Truman on Navy qu, he ma.de

_ t.he following stat.ements. In regard to the assartion that the invention

of the atomic bomb eliminatas the necess:.ty of the Navy, Arnw, and M.r |
Force, Trmnm stated that at the present time all these discusszons

" are 100 percent in error and- that there is no aubstitute whatsoever for o

the. Navyo He stated further R4 Navy eqmpped with all forms of weapons i . :

= pmvided b) science is still dedicated to its histonc te.sk- to keep
guard over t.he ocean approaches to our country and the sky above them,
: Ihe atamic ‘bomb does not change the principles of United States foreign
B polwy@ It only makes the development and realization of our policy
more imperative and urgent than we could have empected six months ago.

‘h"uman declared that the dlscausion of the atomic bomb question E

be postponed until the OffJ.Clal forxm;.tion of the United Nations _
| {ation. “mis dlscuss:.on, which aims at a free exchange of basic
: fl;ac.isntlfic information, will begin in the near future. However, T
emphasize once more, as I have done in the past, that this discussmn
. will not touch the production processes of the atomic bomb or any
other mlitary weapon. "




Pravda — 7 Nov 1945

(From Molotov's address at the meeting of the Moscow Soviet,
-6 Nov 1945)

"‘u.e.;great secrets cannot remasin the wmonopoly of any country....®

~>
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' Pra.vda ~ 8 Nov 1945
British and Us comments on Molotov's speech.

Pravda — 9 Nov 1945

| US comments on Molotov's speech., ‘ A ,

‘ | " (Most of the Us a.rtlcles quoted in these two numbers of Pravda
o ment:.on the paragraph dealing with atomic energy and comment favorably

o jon the statement by the Soviet Foreign lﬁ.nister.) .
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Pravda — 9 NOV 1945
In a speech dalivered by Churchill in the House of Commns, he

‘made the following stat.ements regarding discovem.es in the fs.eld of ‘
 the atomic bombs wy hopa ttw.t Engla.nd, Canada, and the United States :
: .will follow the policy announced by' President Truman a.hd will conmdez~ -
their knowledge and their nethods as a seoret pledgeo“ Ghurchill |
_ addedz i | also agree that i% would be a 100 percent error to think
tha'b the exist.ence of the bomb ehud.nates the necesmty of the Army,

. Navy. a.nd Adr Forceo® | |
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Pravda — 11 Nov 1945 (International Review)

®,,.the se'cret_, of the atomic bomb as a means of pressure on the
. USSR, . ¥ | |

" ooatomic diplomcyo "
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Trud — 17 Nov 1945

Text of joint statémgent by Truman, Attlee and HcKenszie King

(Two paragraphs: first deals with naceséity for kee#ing atomic
bonmb pmduction secreﬁg sgeond ciisc\;saes e's-t'abliahnxsnt. of 'é. Control :
. Comissibng). o

(Total, 24 lines) |
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' Trud — 20 hov 195

L sta’cement "provides for t.hs release'_ _-byf'fthe Allies to. Russ; :'of. a secret
:which actually is not a secret, and requ:u'es that Russia follow a pohcy
' _outl:med by ?'aahington and london._ It J_S doubtful that thssiﬂ would |
accept such a deal. T o . L S .

(Comments from the .!zmencan press on the Tnnn&n-At‘blee—McKanziz

King statement) _ , . , -
NewYork--16Nov1945 (TAS%) . o . o
_ ﬂ:‘ “‘I'he establishment of a coxmu.ssion under’ the United Na.tions | i
control will place the USSR on the sa‘me level with that of Portuga.l |
and Argentina, leaving the US and Great Britain in lsad po.*:ali::ﬁ.ona° o

Smith, a radio commentator, d.eclared that the Anglo-American

Dai;x ?iorker. "‘.,..,atom clubo .,at.omic bloce"Secret traded for _ 'f-j_‘:




ARTICLE BY B.Z. BELEN'KIY

“"FISSTON OF THE ATOMTG NUCLEUS”

As reported in
~ Nauka i Zhizn, Wo. 10,
- October 1945
Page 12 :
mctrazts
On 6 August 19135 the world lea.rned of: t.he use of the atom bomb

a.gainst Japan by the USAF. “The havoc wraaked by thia bomb was coloasalo o
The explos:.on of uranium is 20 million times more violent than the ex-a-,
_plosion of a sixuldr amomt of the most powerf\ﬂ. exolosive known |

': vheretoforeo The pillar o.t‘ smoke and dust over ths target areas rosea '

IR ‘to an al itude of 12 kilometerso, Three fifth's oi‘ the town, ,whose

pulation was a.bout 300, OOO, was reduced to a virt.ual graveyard
Facts gleaned from foreign press reporbs lead one to believe tha'c.
‘ '.the atomic boib operates on. the. principle of a "chain reactlon" byreu« ,

trons :m the light ura.nium isotope - u & 235.. mgnsh and U. s.,_

out the "cha:l.n : reactlon by slowing dmm the speed of neutronso "I

The study of intrapatomic forc.es is anew flelde There is no doubt
.thd.t some day nuclear energy will be utilized for peaceful aims., It is

dlfficult to forecast the changes in our c:.nlization which will be

N brought about by ‘the use  of this energy,

| Above extracts which contain all data pertaining to subject I‘equirém

ment compfise 10% of the total article and are the last three paragraphs, |
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'SFEEGH BY V.M. HOLOTOV

GIVEN AT THE TRIUMPHAL SESSION OF THE MOSCOW COUNCIL

As reported in ' S
Nauka i Zhizn, Wo, 11-12 BERS
" December 1945 :
Exbracts
The entrance of the. forces of the USSR brought dbout a rapid con=
clusion to hostilities in the Far East. ‘

Peace r*an be maintained by well organized a.med forceao This is

part.lcularl,y true in: the case of those. nat,ions who hava to gudrantee world
o peaceo : But safeguarding the peace is in no way related to ths politiéal’
g '»--‘ imoerialistic designs of certain forei@ nationsoé In this cormection it
. L_'is necessary to menta.on the cevelopment of atomc energr and the atomic ‘
'bvi_bcmb, the use of which in the struggle aga.inst Japa.n revaaled its great

__,_'destructive power.. Atomic energy, howevar, has not proven itself in the

"attempt to _&stop aggression or to guarantee the peace., However, under

| x‘esent conditions there are no technological secrets which can’f be_ mono=='

length, of t:lme either 'as a factor in the pcwer politics, oras a fut.ure

-"5'?';threat to peace 1oving peop}.ese

At the present time wit.h a remarkable teehnological acl*xl.evement such |

as utiliza.tion of atomic enery, & great deal can be accamplished for the

.‘.A..people"s economyc. The war-has destroyed a- large percenta.ge of “our indus= “‘_.T.";L‘.'?

try, but with hard work our industries'will oncs again flourish, We will N
even achieve the utilization of étomic «€nergy and much else. (Loud; pro=

longed enthusiastic applause).




| (The above extracts which contain all data pertaining; to subject'
o : requiremant comprise approximabely 5% of t.he tota.l article, a.nd were
: interspersed in the beginning, middle, and end of the speecho)
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 SPEECH BY. G.I, Kosn‘sxn o

. ATQ{IC ENERGY IN BIOLOGY AND u{EDICINE

Reported in
 Nauka 1 Zhizn, No. 7

July 1946
. Page 12 - 15
Exbracts o

Intra=atomic energy has been utilized long before the discovery :

of the :meortant reaction and ita utiliza’oion for’ military purposesa
‘.The slower processes of at.omic fission have been used for many years |

- _j_in medicine and ot.her sciences for hmnanitarien purposese L

| The atomic nucleus has opened a large new field of exideavor.
Only under conditicne of Soviet ocia.lism can the possibilities in
this new field be fully utilized for the advanta.ge of hmnani‘by.. -

(The above data, an eblique reference to sub:ject requirement,

v ».compr: se a small part of the article and are the first and la.st parae-

- :v_-:graphso )
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Bikini tests

The first Bikini test was reported by the 3 July 1946 edition of

_all newspapers in a TASS story from New York, based on Associated Prass
© and Reuters report.sa The comments by TASS minimzed the effect of t.he
: ,_ bombing. On the same day a feature articls on the Bikmi teBu appeared_

in Pravda which criticized the expendit-ure on the test, the results, o

and the alleged non-scientiﬁ.c nature of the test, and commanted upon

;-f plans for control of the bomb, No. furbher react:.on apoeamd”mtil
"‘:July 26, when a TASS repor’t. of ‘the- underwa.ter test of July _.24;was o

pubhshed, aga:m based on an Associated Press story., The effect of

o the explos:.on on the’ ships and the atoll was minimzed.,

&
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Initlal Sov1et reaction to the atomlc bomblng of leoshlma and Nagasakl__
gave the appearance of casual and unexclted observatlon. The flrst monltored";
reference to the mllltary signlflcance of the bomb did not appear untll 16
August 1945 nine days after Truman's flrst announcement of the atom bomb'S'

From thls date and continulng untll Mblotov's 6 November 1945 address

on the annlversary of the October Revolutlon the relatlvely few Sov1et

5 ,ell 1nto two. phases. The flrst phase, c01n—'

.}cldlng Wlth?Sov1et propaganda‘efforts to bu11d up the Red Army's campalgn 1n;”r

R -Manchurla cons1sted of br1ef but pointed references which’ 1mplicit1y be—

11ttled the m111tary effectlveness of the "sensatlonal" 1nvent10n, in com-

_ parlson w1th the Red Army's “crushlng blows "

These references decllned markedly at the end of August 1945, and were

b_were considered. Commentarles p01n

'_greatest dlscovery of selence" acknowledged by 1mp11cat10n, the destructlve ’
power of - the bomb. However, it was not until Molotov s 6 November 1945
address (1n whlch the phrase "tremendous destructlve powert: oecurred) that
th1s fact was glven expllclt express1on, together with statements to the
effect that the bomb “canriot remain the exclusive property of "any one
__countryu" Except for a fleetlng reference to the fact that Pres1dent Truman -
"1ndlcated that the Sov1et Unlon had agreed to enter the Pacific War- before

he kad mentloned the exlstence of the new weapon, " Soviet broadcasts did not:
f _
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‘pattern whi ch ‘has tended to avowd concretereference to the development of

touch on the question of the bomb in relation to Allied military collabor- -

ation.

No feferenc_e_ to the Merck Report has appeared :in available Soviet
radio news releases or commentarwes for the relevant per:.ods of 1946' and
to date, Do notice of Forres talls 12 March press statement on b1010g1ca1

warfare has. appeared. Vague allusxons to the potentlahtles of blological

_warfare do appear 1n a recent commentary by Ilya Ehrenburg. Ehrenburg s |

statements » however, depart from the characterist:.c Soviet propag&vda

new mw_lltarv tactics and weapons elther by the Sov1et Union or by other

countries.

&
’ .

Data for this report were obtained from the following radio troadaast

at .

sources:

FBIS_ DLILY REPORTS: 6 August 1945 to 12 November 1945; 4 January 1946 o
; to 28 Fébruary 1946, 25 NL 1946 to 15 June: 1946 - . -

B“C ‘;ONITORING REPORTS (Daﬂ ly) 6 August 1945 - to 31 _,.ugust 1945,,
' 6 November 1945 to 12 November 1945; 4 January 1946 =
to 10 January 1946; 25 May 1 C46 to 15 June 1946‘ I
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I INITIAL SOVIET REACTION TO THE ANNOUNCEMENT OF THE ATOMIC BOMB

a. Re orts of President Truman's 7 A st 19 5 Statement: On 7 August
‘Radio Moscow reported that "all- papers" had’ published President Truman'
statement on the first use of the atomic bomb; and’ the Somet Yadio's morming
news programs included the President's: statement in full. The FBIS DAILY
REPCRT “Survey" noted, however, that attendant publicity was "unexcitlng and
unspeculative." The statement itself did not receive’news-priority in:
~ Soviet broadcasts of 7 August; for example, & press review placed the state-
ment last in'a series of four news items, and it ranked ‘thirteenth in a series
of TASS news releases beamed to the Soviet provincial press. - (On the other
‘hand, & CBS cémmentator reported from Moscow that "everybody 1s talking about
the atom bomb."*) , . o . L

b. The Bomb and Sov:Let "Preczpltation" of the Japanese Surrender‘ There

was no ‘mention’of:the bomb eéither in the’ Soviet declaration of: war against
Japan or in’ ‘any: monitored Soviet broadcasts of 8 August; ‘which were ‘almost.
entirely devoted ‘to the latter event.¥* The Sova.et-controlled Berlin radio
broadeus} a press review; however, which featured- TAEGLICHE RUNDSCHAU'S I
comment that M{he U.S. Government will take all: requisite measures to prevent :
the misuge- of the. atomic bomb" and that "the release Of: energy by atomic . -
leSan is to se;ve , first a.nd foremost the cause of peace.“ (8 August 1945)
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‘The first reécorded reference . to: the ‘atomic bomb in a Radio Moscow commentary*
‘appeared in Mihailov's 9 August 1945 reply to an American commentator who
disparaged the. _Sq‘_vie'f,adec;l.e_.t_jatior;j‘i{of"war -against Japan. . As ‘the following
“excerpts. indicate, ;l’\)li,héi]:o”vf”i:de‘pré(;;a;tzing‘ly' -alludes to, but does not develop,
the issue of _'-the-'.bomb?-s‘:.‘effect; ‘on' the ‘balance of world power--an’issue said.
to have been raised by the. M1 Y¥-wishers"s ' . ' S

 "Wo or thires voices have been heard ubtering the ‘thought that 'after-

811, Russia's taking part in the wer ‘against. Japan can alter practically
‘nothing.' ., Mr. _Gurney of. the National Broadcasting Company... A

(Qeclared right away: that the Ainvention of the atomic' bo

- dissemination of democracy and th
S Soyiej;e!‘smeirican relations, as it
- ‘situation which ghe formerly enjoyeds” . .

ST seems 16 at Mr. Gurney, on whom the Berlin. Conference -decisions

. -8pparently had a- distinctly adverse effect, has misunderstood the. . . -

' '-'!'_sig_'_i;if-icance'-of‘ the atomic bomb.” Judging by the wav. ng .
" 1% ds meant for the. enemies of democrac: of America,: .
~ Britain. the Soviet Umion. the rest of the United Nations. : '
~After an anti-Allied statement like that, it is hard.to beliove that Mr

- - Gurney s a‘democrat by conviction. (in English to the United . -

Of the effect of the atomic bomb upon Allie

. A fev.days later; Soviet Prof. Yerusalimsky barsly touches the questio

ommentator continues , ‘that the'

en- ‘further 'sealed" by the ‘Soviet declarat:
nd. the:Pregident also "indicated: that the Sovie
. .enter the ‘Pacifio: war before he ha, _mentio ed the exister
‘! Wegpon..* (lnEngllsh to North America,*lz‘Augus"b 1945) -

", It was not until 16 August that a Tecorded Soviet broadeast appraised ‘the . -

‘military significance of -the. atomic bomb.  Against a backgtound of héavy: . - .
. Propaganda- emphasis on the Red Army campaign in Manchuria, an IZVESTIA = = =
ternational Review" implicitly belittled Americen press claims for the . . ..
-effectiveness of “the "sensational. -atomic bémb." IZVESTIA's article began by o
- stressing that the Red Army's operations agdinst the Kwantung Army were
of the “greatest significance" in bringing about the Japanese surrender, and

 *¥As distinguished from a news report.




- - relative mer’ité,of’;.,the;atqmie'bomb_fi.,ana_,__ ¢ Réd ‘Army- appeare, _
~ casts of 17 and 18AUgust 1945, 4" Spe Nish-lang lage broadcast

2 bomb appeared -_t:':_;@;,.‘,l_,iz,,.september; ~and beg:

 Serviee 3 4 September 1945)

. 0n the same day, an English-1 Nguage broade: 3T e
... gontradictory Viewpoitrts~ on- the -atomic “bomb;

: Meriticizeg attempts to "exaggerate! the bom
. - Bubenstein on the other hang, "demands" ip

. —~

.»‘-l 3 ..v ,. ‘

estimate the effectiveness of the atomic ‘bomb;

-1t concluded with the fbllbwing'_"’i'emi'n&ér" to those who, it implies, over-

- "S'omeVAmeri‘can_ papers attempt, to minimize the contribution ‘of the
"~ Soviet '_Uni'oi;_ to the eg on-Allied: cause, Thus the New York DAILI‘NEW-S v
blustered; We could win the war with. ‘the help of atomie bombs., !. The

Seénsation of the -atomic bomb ‘has truly: obscured the world from the

Home Service, 16 August 19.45)._“5:.” '

_ Followin, - IZVESTIA's Jeag ;& ‘Iirior: £ii

Viktorov copp in Manchuris Was again.
lauded, The g inese ‘reserves,. OroV:assey s Yeould -not. broperly have -
been “touched by 5 val forces, flying fortresses, or.even Y Yhe sensational
atomic  bopnt " (17 Avgust 1945) " For Soviet ie'z'zc,es,_. _}Gé’n‘.-i..*vcli_ei_ina'v.;lt‘-fyvgfs_."_ :
ENtIV. into ke L. Va8

8hifted from the military to the Political: impy;

88 necessitateq by "this g"re_atest"disc‘ove

A
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“of facts, Rubenstein ghéws that the redactionary. forces

impe_'rialist.s} &re attempting to utilige the atomic bomb

¢ .. dark ends, PtogréSgi;ﬁrQ -hum_ani'ty; "'o'n'-t'h'e,v contrary, ‘dem
, with the inven'tiqn’-‘_ of the atomic bomb the

cooperation, The authop of" thej;re'Viewf st

- effective meang toward nent .
T freedon-Loving peoples e Yorld over,n -

A 'Vfuller‘version-'r-df *Ru“‘benStein'fs article, breoadcast in Ttalian, referred to
the "Hearst and Mc‘_COrznick';'.;‘pre‘ss‘ as advocating that: ['the U.8S, shquld’.secu_re
its Possession of ‘the -Whole -world. by,_l’nena'cing"other_ nations with the atomic .
. bamb, " ‘But’ other ';-segments’_.fbf_;.thé‘;_-Anglo'-Uv.S.’ press were ‘said to ‘have con-
.. demmeqd this "shortés-igl;té_d"_'»".}v'ie'v:point".'_;_’ they point out “that "'apart from the
- fay at An =058, mon oLy, in the best of Lases, is temponary: g
8ttempt at Preserving this' moncopoly would bring catas'ftrophié‘f’sébnsequenees.-"7 :
Equaliy s_hortf-‘_sighted;..;-'R;'_ibei;'stéin’ stressed, is "the ‘opinion that the invention
Placed a1l internationai problems on 8 different basis, with the result that
- @11 agreementg -prev’ious]y,'r’eachedf soo are obsolete," (¢S .

to the bomb as. &' political ; 'geaponappe ,;*_ed-,‘-_in_' a. PRAVDA -
proved. the NEV. YORK 7 o 4%8" "stubbornnesst: 15

*ide ‘development hgarie, Hungdry, and =
{Hhe paperts 1ack of Judgment,. PRAVDA oifed the

L0 ‘bases its hopes on the fidet that the whole
ald from the U.S. (regasding) the atomic bamb;
(wily be used) ag g lever of pressyré against .
0 countries, - Thisis hew the Niw YORK' TIMES
(Soviet Home Service, ¢ September 1945) '

Emphasis on the necessity for "internationay collaborat;on," continued #s the

battern of recorded Soviet. references to the atomic bomb until Molotov, in
his address on the 28th anniversary (1945) of the Revolution, refers to its
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 "Fremendous destructive power ., A1 .récorg]gd’fiieferenpes‘ t0 ‘the subject  wade
¢uring October 1945 are included in the foilqiging'. excerpts: . .. .. . ’

N

“Lonon, Ovtober, 7 miss. 1y coﬁhéciionzw%ihfreporfé%fidﬁ;Washi#gtona
‘Which say that U.8. sclentists are Protesting. against the secrecy which

18 swrroundi

ng the Aatom bomb, the EVENING NEWS. Ppublished & report which

international significence °f the atam bomb. Ve do not intend to git
~ 8ilent in our laboratories. ;'....SC‘ienti_&*l;'s‘.-‘,'..’intendz.to make a ofat

declaration on the, atom bomb. Thew split 1t1i¢jfgt;om{ 80. that 't s._;digcgye;‘_s_r}‘ vt

may be iUSB_d WO The banefit of hum&.’lityand
coeofidt. e (Tpgs, to th_e_:,USSR.-_p:‘ovincia;; press,

- "(The'.'e_i‘l')"bve: re

- Teview, 9 Ostober 104)

An-FBIS simmary of g gommentar&_ by "Analyzer": of

~ that "Analyze
. energy' in vi

- Terence. He

- Osipav, adver
- collaboration

- 'Passing day m
- 8lréady being

policy of “the

n, -8 Turki
LS. 1ot to waste this. opport ity but. to-

Peace on. & ba
- Persistently
principal fac
(in English +

port is also sumarized in a Soviet Home Service re

' stressed the 1mportance ‘of the "p

tising S.oviét_.._pol‘-i_cy- as:
" made the following refere ]
akes: the Warmongers more cyni
Proposed. that the atomic. b
United States. yalel

sis like- that, hy th ‘ cal ‘
for Great Power collaboratic , Whith. It regards: as the
tor in maintaining peace srg friendship -among- nationg.,"
o the United Kingdom, 29 Qctober- 1945) - ’
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A few broadeasts, however ,’-bnoted'-'Molotov‘s'remaifks*concérnimg atomic energy,’
‘utilizing foreign press comments to emphasize _.,the\....WiSdomfof»";the'"fEQI,‘_e_iganf“f:‘_

- -Ministerts-words, A Soviet "radio- analyzer, " for exaiple, pointed out. that
- "Molotov's words (about) the discovery of atomic energy'-as a force in world

‘peace, 't {(in English to North America, 7 November 1945)

his address on the 28th amiversary of the October Revolution, Motbtov noted
""the tremendous destructive ‘power" of* the atomic ‘bomb,. As by be ‘seen. from
the foregoing account, this was the first explicit ‘aokiowledgment & the.

bombts destiuctiveness to appear in recorded._Sovigt radio commentaries.

- "The. interests of" safeguarding the peace. have nothing in common with -
the policy of an armaments race between the Great Powers, vhich is
being preached abroad by certain...(imperialisis).. Reference should
‘be made, in thig connection, to the’ discovery: of atomic erergy and’ the

. atomic bomb, the uge of which in the war against Japan demonstrated its -
tremendous destructive power. However, atomicenergy has not as: yet ‘been
tried in the task of preventing aggression and ‘of: safeg ea

- secrets vhich ‘can remain the ‘property of any oné .country or any -narrow.

‘grouping of states., For this reason, the ‘discovery of atomic energy

. should not encourage. either enthusiasm regarding thé use of this
discovery in ‘the interplay of forces in the Splger’g fof._:,foreiign} policy, or
light~heartedness regarding the future of the fppvac'eéIOVing'_patiogs.,_' e e

£ ‘subsequent Sovie: - radio corment on Molo _\:r}?'-é"_:-.a'&dresé'~_wa;fs the
don to achieve a- stable peace that was expressed. (in his) Speech."

en. the portione of his speechi dealing with Soviet economic plans

similarly generalized on the "tremendous creative energy that will have to be
€xpended, " without explicit references to the development and use of atomic

politics were "in line" with the "Soviet policy to maintain and safeguard
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Explicit reference to. the atomic bomb i-tsé'lf appeéféci'.oniy ih Yuotations f“ro:;;
foreign press "cbmnien_t_s,on Molotov!s Speech. ‘Recorded Soviet broaddasts on |
-his speech cite the following; ‘ o - ' :

L instrument of po
e

mo

. %The ECONGMIST, 4 son

- Western Blog, -reveal
“gtomic energy.” Th

~ hide most of a1ij

America, g November 1945) '

"Molotov g -épe‘ech'-wé's‘ g_ivén'wide -:pﬁblic‘ifb'y by the U.5. pPress. Most of

the pdpers ire_g.érd .the ‘Speech as an mportant contribution, to-jthe,,ﬁégusé'_j -

.of ‘p oout Molotov!s: references to “the atomic b mb:
f?-a.z;d in regard to ;j;blqcs,_;,the. UNITED-:-PRES.S ‘political o'o'serVer»poihts*;.outﬁ h

~that many observers consider Moloioy 's frankness as pariicularly ~1§imé1y;

Since it wil] aid .in removing. the atinsphere of suspicion'and'_.lgy ‘the -

-Toundation for'bette;rj mutual relations,n (.Soviet Hone Sérvi"c'zé,

8 November'1g45) o

of :t"He_mos_._t'_i_ﬁz'éiélous : Supporté_rS' of the -nd_tdipibu_s
yg’zjéat;_ embarrasg ent ‘at Molotov!s Statement on

S‘.‘e{': th

atomic bomb ‘as ‘an

g1ng pressure 1o bedr ypon.

v showed' by the ‘ECONOMIST: and -
(in:English to North America;,

1

se

:, Itls ‘o:c‘_;‘intéres;t' to note -that at the time of Molotov's '.sbeech‘, one of the

st explicit discussions. of “the _pr’obl_em of ‘atomic €nergy appeared in the

form of & review of & speech by Bevin ‘Yo the British House of Commons - on

renoniodest of President Trunante 13 fng tog LoeVin, the Soviet Home Service
Teporteq, expressed skepticism regarding the exploitation of atomig |
CRTEY n the immediate future. He is saiq to. have dddeq:- -

OMIST gives away what it obvioysly wanted to - L
. i o f A e(! ! p sy )
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T, EHRENBURG'S ATYPICAL, REFERENC: T0 BIOLOGIGAL VARFARE

A5 préviously noteq, no Seviet radio:refererice to the ‘Merck Repart or to

Forrestal's statement of 12 March 1949 on biological warfare has been

obtained,  (Avajlapie monitored Soviet broadcasts’ have' been examined for the

« Perlods 3 January 1956 o 28 February 1946, 25 M,
¢ 12 Mareh 1949 to 6 April 1949, However Ehy

1946 o 15

announc_ejquietly: v i
Why do the Anericans feverishly  military:bases. ; . Neax ‘Eas
Greenland, in Japan and in the Philippiness? MWhy ‘does the Amerjcan- -

- published French periodical SELECTION write: . ‘For' the last 3 years the
best American flyers have been trained to drop, ‘bombs ‘on the' indgstr,i__ja.l

1 1er: ¥ i are “they studying -

centers of an essumed enemy, I . Why, ~in ‘other w
possible ‘Russian objectives and- z’s{ufi‘tablé rout

" My does. Gen, Le May, cammander. of. the
8hall be able to -tk .on
- be able to

starvetion and

&y have no.sonfidence -in fﬂuéh?z..&*
to epidemics, ‘they:intend to cause them _

SO epidemics, !

s ¥ Ehpenbﬁrg;makes; another allusion to '?artifiéiai'- epid mics“ il’vhen he dencunces’
- - the State Department . of" ecti:

o ‘recent New York pesce confepgnqg. He. s’ays..v . o
- "Any American, whether he be. connected with atomic re‘search,.- or Just an
- ordinary gangster, a breeder of Plague microbes s OPra swindler, the
trainer of g mare called ‘Wonder Lady, ' or even the mare herself, oan.
freely enter into France, «es"  (Soviet Home Service, 1 April- 1949)

8 refusal of visas to Prospective Frenc'h'v ;1eleg91;9§:, to the

TN S g
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-,necessrtate some dlscussion of it, see SURVEY ‘OF USSR RADIO BROADCAS
- April 1948, No,' 38, Pp. I 1-3.) “The ‘one. Béeuing. excéption 10 this:

e

REE

111, MCBC(M 'S GENERAL AVOIDANCE OF SPECIFIC MILITARY DEVELOPMENTS

"~ The Smaet radlo's marked avo:Ldance of both ‘the atom bomb and biologlcal .
- warfare, during the periods specifically covered’ by this report, is in 1ine :

mth 1ts treatment of the same toplcs during other periods also.

Throughou‘b the two years durlng Whlch FBIB has been reportl,ng systematlcally on
Soviet radio broadeasts: (since April 1947) ‘there have not been move than -

" three or:four monitored Teferences to. ba.ologlcal warfare, -and these have

‘been of the vaguest: and  briefest ‘gort, comparable with Ehrenburg's connnenta
quoted above.. Since monitors: have been eonsistently alerted Yo any mention
of blologlcal warfare “the mohitored references’ proba'b]y représent in this o
instance all or! nearl;r all of what has been broadcast on. the subaect o

As for the'atomlc bom'b the typlcal pohcy has; ’en'-not to avoid. the sul
‘campletel 1o play it down wherever ‘possibles: (For an extended

“of\the ¢ontéxts in which ‘the ‘topic{has been avoided; :an “of.
the techmques of evasion which have been ‘employed when events :s’e'em ‘

ization was. the very strenucus but short-1lived- campalgn 1o "outlaw"
weapons, durlng the U, N. meet:.ngs in the fall of 1948. : EV_en_ ‘thls

angerous character oi‘ the bombas concerned . ati t:Lon has been
focuse.,~on b4 nec:es:sar:!.hr "aggresswe" oharacter (as ofie ‘more proof of the -
aggressive intentions: of the’ Yruling circles" in the west) rather than. on :

. the. efrectiveness of ‘the weapon as guch, QOne broadcast for mstance, :
¥ denounced it " as "not-a means of deferise but. of piratlcal attack, & means of -

the wholesale slaughter of eivilians and the destruction of big c1ties" S

_ - (SURVEY OF USSR BADIO BROADCASTS, 19 November 1948, No. 71, p. A 1). When
“ the question of _the bomb's. destructlve powenr has been. du'ectly touched upon-at
-all, it has been in brief ridictile of the idea that a war could now be won by
- any "wonder-Weapon"' this theory is compared mth ’Hitler s Blltzkrieg 1deas )

and is d1sm1ssed as equally fallacious.
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It may also be-noted that thé .vj;ﬁrpid'afl"absence‘-ﬁfe‘,cbncziéétie;.‘;-Qférence to an
atomic' danger flifeatening the USSR is paralleled by two other gemeral S
‘eharacteristiés of the .Sovi‘et-.Apropagandafdntput:- s-an-absence of . any material
which might frighten the -Soviet auddence with the" ‘prospect of imminent war,

and an:ebsence -of spegific: discussion of ‘militery strategy, tacties or

kS teshniques. as 'developed"'ei‘ther'::by the Soviet Union ‘o ‘by-the west. . For _
- instance, . the’ initial Congressional. controversy 6ver a 70-group air: force wasg '.

not regarted; the strength of Soviet:land forces -as’ ¢ompared with the land
forces now in western.Europe -has been barely menrfioned; ~in- recent. discussion
of Norway and: the Atlantic Pact,: there -has béen: 1ittle or no strategic . '
discussion of Norway's. Special. ddvantages as-anvdir base: agéinst the Soviet
Union; and the recent-round-~the-wor1d £1ight of “Lucky Lady II" is mot e
mentioned even by Ehrenbirg; who ‘Quotes, -in another’ context. (see above),  from

Gen.- Le May's statement in which he reported the 'flight". Lo




